



DECLARATION 


My name is Walter Jack Cadman and I reside at 1209 W. 
Jacaranda Place, Fullerton, California. I am a graduate of the 
University of California at Berkeley holding a Bachelor of Arts 
degree with a major in Technical Criminology. I have a California 
Special Teaching Credential to -teach Police Science courses. From 
.September, 1948 to date I have been employed by the Orange County 
Sheriff's Department Criminalistics Laboratory and as Chief 
Criminalist I have occasion to verify the firearms identification . 
work and am trained and experienced in the procedures and methods 
°f firearms identification. X have presented approximately 24 
scientific papers to criminalistic societies, law enforcement 
groups and chemical societies extending over a twelve year period. 

These papers deal with various technical problems in the general 
field of crxmi.nalisti.cs. ■ I am a member of the following professional * 
affiliations;."; v;-;'. .1 

Fellow and past Chairman of the Criminalistics Section .of V'*..'. 
the American Academy of Forensic Sciences. 

Southern California Section of the Society for Applied 
•Spectroscopy. : : ' 

•V * - American Chemical Society. 

.;..'*Qali'fomia /Association .o.f Criminalists. ' 

. -American Association for the Advancement of Science. 

•- - 1 _ National Association of Police Laboratories. ' • - V * 







Any expert testimony which I might give in a case involving 
• firearms identification would be based,; at least in part, on the 
following six Precepts which I consider inviolable. 

---• - ce P t Ci) . ' The positive identification of an evidence bullet as 
having been fired from a particular gun and no other must be based on 
a comparis on of the evidence bullet with a test bullet recovered from J 
the same evidence gun and no other. 

My Opinion: No identification can be made if the test '* 

. - - bullet is recovered from some gun other than the evidence . 

. t gun, even though the test gun may be of the same make and V 

; ■ model and have a serial number very close to the serial 

number of the evidence. gun. Such a procedure is a violation 
of Precept (1). ./ ‘ • • . ■ . . 

■ Precept (2) The most accurate and reliable determination of the ' 

‘ approximate distance between muzzle and victim (excluding contact) - 
based on powder pattern distribution must be made with the actual 
evidence gun and no other. It is also important to use the same 1 

make and type of ammunition, preferably from the same batch or lot 
. , number. ' ■; .. v ■■ ' / '• 

• Opinion:. The use of a gun.’o.ther . than the evidence gun, 

• even though, it may be the same make and model with a serial 
, number very close to the serial number of the evidence gun 
: • -" is a violation of Precept (2) . 

. ■. . fi: - CWbeu the evidence gun ,is not available, a similar gun' may 

' ' "'•> ~^ e 113 e d but the validity of. the test is always questionable) 
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• Precept (3) The land and groove dimensions (part of the rifling . 
specifications) may be ; identical or nearly identical between 
different' firearms manufacturers. • 

My Opinion ; A bullet: or bullet fragment cannot be 
■ • identified as having been fired from a particular make 
of gun on the basis of ; land and groove dimensions alone. 

Precept (4) Very similar copper coatings are used on many different 
makes ■ of lead revolver bullets , ' 

My Opinion: . The positive identification of the make of ' 

’ ammunition from a badly deformed bullet fragment, based 
.on visual, microscopic or photographic examinations of 
• traces, of the copper coating attached to the fragment, ‘ 

cannot be made. • /_ 

■ Precept (5) CLASS CHARACTERISTICS as shown by the rifling \x- 

impressions on a fired bullet play absolutely’ no role in the identifi-® . 
: cation of such a bullet as ha.ving been fired -from one particular gun 
out of the . entire world population of guns having the same class ' ; ’ 

•characteristics . - ; 

■ My Opinion: ' It is a misrepresentation to claim that one 

;•'.... or more CLASS CHAEACTERISTICS on a fired bullet contribute 
in any degree to identifying the bullet as having been 
fired from any particular gun and no other. 
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Precept (6) A single land of the rifling of a firearm can produce 
only. one land impression on a fired bullet. 

- My Opinion: An alleged positive identification of an 

evidence bullet in which it is shown that a single 
rifling land produced two different land impressions 
on the same evidence bullet is a violation of Precept • 

(6) . The alleged positive, identification, is therefore 
not valid. i . 


I declare under penalty of perjury that the foregoing is true and 
correct. . v • 



77 ? 


Witness 






Executed on Kay <2.5* , 197 1 , 
at Fullerton, California. 
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